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Az a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse reguests for
walilvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
wther cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs intec their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged thelr feet long encugh on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering inncvation
and harming consumers. The "“integration ban" will also help

market competillon prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers’
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protecticn limits ("encoding rules™) in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance cof allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
conmpetition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
“he freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
avallakble. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restricticns that
harm consumers by limiting nen-infringing uses, and such restricticns
will get even worse if cable providers' seb-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) .
Sincerely,
Seidl Fox

187 Pleasant St
Arlington, MA 02476-8158
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As a consumer interested in protecting competiticn, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 7¢.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 199¢, cable
companies have dragged their feet long snough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consuwmers. The "integration ban" will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers’
abllity tc make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules™) in

docket ne. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedem to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CabkleCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse 1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Plegse refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a){1).

Sincerely,

Mr. Patrick Jones
25 E Indiana Ave Apt 3
pokane, WA 99207-255¢
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As a consumer interested 1n protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.12041(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long encugh on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban® will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers’
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protecticn limits ("encoding rules™) in

dacket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the impertance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cakble-compatible device
avallable. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204¢a) (1).
Sincerely,

Mr. Andrew Hogan
281 8th Ave S
Farge, ND 58103-282%
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (&) (1} by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban,™ which in

effect requires cable companies tc integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten vears after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
corpanies have dragged their feet long encugh on competitive
zlternatives tc proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
znd harming consumers. The "integration ban" will alsoc help

market competition prevent further restricticns on cable subscribers’
z2bility to make legitimate use of recorded content.

2y adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules") in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
rompetition spurred on by the lntegration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competltion.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) .
Sincerely,
brian moore

226 Maple Ave
Smithtown, NY 11787-4530
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge vou to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204¢{a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
cther cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in

@ffect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into thelr own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Neow ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough con competitive
aiternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering lnnovation
and harming consumers. The “integration ban" will alsc help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers’
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits {("encoding rules™) in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cakle provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
~ompetition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
The freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
avalilable. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing wuses, and such restrictions
will get even worse 1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1)
Sincerely,
Mr. justin sallusti

90 Kempton Ave Apt D
Harrisburg, PA 17111-3553
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As a consumer interested In protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you tec refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76,1204 (a} (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in
etfect requires cable companies to integrate CabkbleCARDs intc their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecomuunications Act of 19%6, cable
companies have dragged thelr feet long encugh on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovatiocn
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers’
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By azdopting content protection limits ("encoding rules") in

docket no, 87-80, the Commission recognized the importance cf allowing
Cconsumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integraticn ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available, The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse 1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse reguests for waivers of 47 CFR 7e.1204(a) (1) .
Sincerely,
Charles LeDuc

16794 180th Ave
Eloomer, WL 54724-4455
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and

legitimate use of cable TV content, T urge ycu to refuse reqguests for

waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all

other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban,"™ which in

effect reguires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into thelr own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1995, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enocugh on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top hoxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers?
akility te make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("enceding rules"™) in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright heolder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integratien ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Griffon Walker

681 Santa Coleta Ct
Sunnyvale, CA 94085-3056
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A3 a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovatien, and
iegitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse reguests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and zall
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban,™ which in

zffect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remalns good policy today.

Mow ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long encugh on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscriberst
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

3y adepting content protection limits ("encoding rules™) in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses cof TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to cheoose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restricticns that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Ilease refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (1) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. John Morton

200 E 17th St Apt 6E
Mew York, NY 10003-3613
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Es a4 consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and

fegitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you te refuse requests for

walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all

other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban,"™ which in

effect requires cable companies te integrate CakbleCARDs into their own

set-top boxes, remains gcod policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1396, cable
companies have dragged their feet long encugh on competitive
nlternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovatien
nd harming consumers. The "integration ban" will alsc help

market competition prevent further restricticns on cable subscribers'
ability te make legitimate use of recorded content,

2y adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules"™) in

docket no. §97-80, the Commissicon recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competltion spurred on by the integration ban, consumers wWould have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
wallable. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
narm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Flease refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Eckhoff
42 Butternut Ln
Bayville, NJ 08721-2180
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ks a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
vther cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban,™ which in

=ffect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
cet-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged thelr feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering inncvation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
4bility to make legitimate use of recorded content.

sy adopting content protection limits (“encoding rules"™) in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
~he freedom tn choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
avallable. The CakleCARRD standard already prescribes restrictions that
narm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Flease refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,

Mr. James macy

54 Lake Ave

FC Box 303
Oak Bluffs, MA 02557-0303
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
'legitimate use of cakle TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban,"™ which in

cffect reguires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs intc their own
set-top boxes, remains gocd policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunicatlions Act aof 1996, cable
companies have dragged thelr feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban™ will also help

rarket competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers?
apjlity to make legitimate use of recaorded content.

3y adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules™) in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
czonsumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
oarticular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to chocse the least restrictive cable-compatible device
avallable., The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
narm consumers by limiting nen-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse 1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
comoetition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mrs. Erica Erkkila

3755 N Creek Rd
Palmyra, NY 14522-83Z21
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
iegitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
sther cable providers. The FCC's "integration kan," which in

effect requires cable companies toe integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxXes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long encugh on competitive
dlternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help

market competition prevent further restricticns on cable subscribers®
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

3y adopting content protection limits ("enceding rules") in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission reccgnized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integraticn ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competltion.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr., Jehn Chmielewski

239 Peppertree Ct
Lake Mary, FL 232746-2532
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A8 a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse reguests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's “integration ban,™ which in

effect regquires cable companies teo integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long encugh on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban™ will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers®
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("enceding rules™) in

docket ne. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse 1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for wailvers of 47 CFR 76.1204{a) (1) .
Sincerely,
Mr. Alexey Zilber

2547 E 16th St Apt 1
Brooklyn, NY 11235-359%
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) {1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into Lheir own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long encugh on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban"™ will alsc help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers?'
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules") in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certaln uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integraticn ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
avallable. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non~infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,

Mr. Ted Williams
PO Box 507
Ralls, TX 79357-0507
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and &m@@} v
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for

walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all

other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect

requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs intc their own

set-top hoxes, remains good policy today.

Comcast 1s my only option for receiving local stations since T can not
receive usable TV signal over the air. I am fed up with paying high
prices for programming and being forced to endure advertising on the
menus of my set top box. 1 would like to purchase my own DVR to
escape the problems with Comcast's DVR but I want be certain that my
investment will not be made worthless by restrictions Comcast will
lnmpose.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 18596, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration bkan will alsc help market
conpetition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
te make legitimate use of recorded content.

Ey adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) 1in docket no.
97-80, the Commlssion recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to chooss the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get esven
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

[lease refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,

Mr. Mitchell Davis
304 Martin Valley Rd
Walland, TN 3788B6-2440
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204{a) (1} by NCTA, Charter, Verlzon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban, "™ which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into thelr own
set-top boxres, remains good policy today.

Now ten yvears after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering inncvation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban"™ will also help

market campetition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers®
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits {("encoding rules") in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particuiar cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse 1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) .
Sincerely,
Mr. Vincent White

1331 Warrington Dr
Austin, TX 78753-4407
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse reguests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban,”™ which in

effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into thelr own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now tTen years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top bozes, thus hampering innevation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help

market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers!'
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules")} in

docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the lmportance of allowing
consumers toe make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom Lo cheose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restricticons that
rarm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,
Mr. David Gunnells

2115 Pine Ln
Hoover, AL 35226-253¢
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